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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 10 & 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ewing et al. (U.S. 6,181,246). 

Regarding claims 1-2, Ewing discloses a personal travel bag having an alarm for detecting the 
opening of the zipper [ figs. 1,3, col.l, lines 4-7 and col.2, lines 1 1-25 ] comprising: 

- a detector / activation (15) for detecting the opening of the zipper [ col.3, lines 29-35 and col.4, 
lines 14-21 ]; 

- an alarm signal (1) will be triggered when the zipper of the travel bag is opening [ col.2, lines 
11-16, lines 59-62, col.3, lines 23-35 col.4, lines 14-21 ]; 

- an alarm device can be attached to the travel bag with the detector (15) placing it in an 
electrically open position [ col.3, lines 57-67 ]; 

- a circuit means (16) in electronic communication with the detectors as the first switch (15) and 
the second switch (17) [ fig.1,3, col.2, lines 29-38 and col.3, lines 11-35 ]; 

- an alarm device which is detached to the travel bag [ col.3, lines 57-67 ]; 
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- a button (37) from a remote control (40) which may arm & disarm the alarm device (1) [ col.2, 
lines 31-37, col.3, lines 36-49 and col.4, lines 9-21 ]; 

- the remote control (40) could do activation & deactivation the alarm device (1) [ fig.4, col.2, 
lines 29-37 and col.3, lines 36-55 ]. 

Ewing does not specifically mention terms as partially opened position, input means as 
claimed by the applicant. 

However, the reference of Ewing clearly teaches the function to detect unauthorized person 
to tamper the zipper of the travel bag which is in closed position which is set by the user and the 
alarm device can be activated & deactivated by the remote control unit (40) by wireless signal [ 
fig.1,3-4, col.2, lines 29-38 and col.3, lines 1 1-55 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ the 
system of Ewing includes the security alarm device containing a trigger mechanism for 
determining & monitoring the travel bag is opened status. 

Regarding claim 3, Ewing discloses the button (37) is a panic button from a remote control (40) 
which may arm & disarm the alarm device (1) [col.2, lines 31-37, col.3, lines 36-49 and col.4, 
lines 9-21 ]. 

Regarding claims 10, Ewing discloses a personal travel bag having an alarm for detecting the 
opening of the zipper [ figs. 1,3, col.l, lines 4-7 and col.2, lines 1 1-25 ] comprising: 

- a detector / activation (15) for detecting the opening of the zipper [ col.3, lines 29-35 and col.4, 
lines 14-21 ]; 
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- an alarm signal (1) will be triggered when the zipper of the travel bag is opening [ col.2, lines 
1 1-16, lines 59-62, col.3, lines 23-35 col.4, lines 14-21 ]; 

- an alarm device can be attached to the travel bag with the detector (15) placing it in an 
electrically open position [ col.3, lines 57-67 ]; 

- a circuit means (16) in electronic communication with the detectors as the first switch (15) and 
the second switch (17) [ fig.1,3, col.2, lines 29-38 and col.3, lines 11-35 ]; 

- an alarm device which is detached to the travel bag [ col.3, lines 57-67 ]; 

- a button (37) from a remote control (40) which may arm & disarm the alarm device (1) [ col.2, 
lines 31-37, col.3, lines 36-49 and col.4, lines 9-21 ]; 

- the remote control (40) could do activation & deactivation the alarm device (1) [ fig.4, col.2, 
lines 29-37 and col.3, lines 36-55 ]. 

Ewing does not specifically mention terms as partially opened position, input means as 
claimed by the applicant. 

* 

However, the reference of Ewing clearly teaches the function to detect unauthorized person 
to tamper the zipper of the travel bag which is in closed position which is set by the user and the 
alarm device can be activated & deactivated by the remote control unit (40) by wireless signal [ 
fig. 1,3-4, col.2, lines 29-38 and col.3, lines 11-55 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to utilize the 
system of Ewing includes the security alarm device containing a trigger mechanism for 
determining & monitoring the travel bag is opened status. 

> 

i 

I 



* » 
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Regarding claim 13, Ewing discloses the button (37) is a panic button from the remote control 
(40) which may arm & disarm the alarm device (1) [col.2, lines 31-37, col.3, lines 36-49 and 
col.4, lines 9-21 ]. 

Regarding claims 14-16, Ewing discloses the button (37) is a panic button which is depressed for 
a predetermined period of time from the remote control (40) which may arm & disarm the alarm 
device (1) [col.2, lines 31-37, col.3, lines 36-49 and col.4, lines 9-21 ]. 

3. Claims 4, 7 & 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ewing et al (U.S. 6,181,246) in view of Johnson et al. (U.S. 6,380,856). 

Regarding claim 4, Ewing does not specifically mention input means includes a plurality of push 
buttons as security code as claimed by the applicant. 

Johnson teaches baggage entertainment device which can be programmed the sensor and 
having combination of personal identification as security code to turn on or off or opening the 
baggage [ fig.2, col.4, lines 33-36 and col.5, lines 2-16 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have the 
teaching of Johnson in the system of Ewing for providing more security as using the code signals 
to activate or deactivate the alarm device. 
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■ 

Regarding claim 7, Johnson teaches baggage entertainment device which having alarm signal by 
lighting means [ col.4, lines 45-57 ]. 

Regarding claims 21-22, Johnson teaches baggage entertainment device which having alarm 
signal by lighting means [ col.4, lines 45-57 ]. 

4. Claims 8-9 & 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ewing et al. (U.S. 6,181,246) in view of Kyles (U.S. 6,133,831). 

Regarding claims 8-9, Ewing does not specifically mention the detector includes a pin member 
removably connected to the security alarm device as claimed by the applicant. 

Kyles teaches purse arm alarm system includes purse traps that are detachable from the purse 
by a system of pull pins that allow the strap to detach from the purse in the event that the purse is 
snatched [ col.l, lines 47-55 and col.2, lines 44-56 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ the 
teaching of Kyles in the system of Ewing for providing the same function as desired. 

Regarding claims 24-25, Ewing does not specifically mention the detector includes a pin member 
removably connected to the security alarm device as claimed by the applicant. 

Kyles teaches purse arm alarm system includes purse traps that are detachable from the purse 
by a system of pull pins that allow the strap to detach from the purse in the event that the purse is 
snatched [ col.l, lines 47-55 and col.2, lines 44-56 ]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ the 
teaching of Kyles in the system of Ewing for providing the same function as desired. 

5. Claims 1 1-12 & 17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ewing et al. (U.S. 6,181,246) in view of Staehle, Jr. (U.S. 5,661,456). 

Regarding claims 11-12, Ewing does not specifically mention the security alarm device having a 
keypad as a security code as claimed by the applicant. 

Staehle, Jr. teaches a theft preventive purse comprising an opening with a keypad (18) 
situated adjacent thereto with the keypad adapted to transmit an access signal for a 

♦ 

predetermined amount of time upon the entry of a proper code [ col.4, lines 15-22 and line 66 
col. col.5, line 14 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to use the 
teaching of Staehle in the system of Ewing for providing more security as using the code signals 
to activate or deactivate the alarm device. 

Regarding claim 17, Ewing does not specifically mention the security alarm device having a 
keypad as a security code as claimed by the applicant. 

Staehle, Jr. teaches a theft preventive purse comprising an opening with a keypad (18) 
situated adjacent thereto with the keypad adapted to transmit an access signal for a 
predetermined amount of time upon the entry of a proper code [ col.4, lines 15-22 and line 66 
col. col.5, line 14 ]. 



* u 



Application/Control Number: 10/605,594 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2636 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 5-6, 18-20 & 23 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Claims 26-42 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

■ 

- Lehmann et al. (U.S. 5,949,333) Operation sensitive reminder. 

- D'Angelo et al. (U.S. 5,963,131) anti-theft device with alarm screening. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-2982. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00am to 5:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hofsass, Jeffery can be reached on (571) 272-2981. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 
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